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10 THE RIGHT REVEREND 
FR FATHER IN GOD "OS 
EDWARD 
LORD BISHOP 
2 


Coventry and Lichfield. 


1 


My Loxn, 


Hs ic one of the Anniverſaxy Sermons, 
which are always repeated at St.Mary's 
Church on Lom Sunday: As it was heard 
| with good Acceptance by the Univerſity, 
I promiſe my ſelf it will find a kind Reception at 


I our Lord(bip's hands; eſpecially ſince the Deſign 
; of it is to defend an Important Article of our Faith 


A2 againſt 


4 
„ 


* 


cy the Attempts of Infidels and Socinians un- 
r whatever Form they haue appear d, whether \ 
maſked or barefaced, Naked or Diſpuiſed. I 
Thave not touched 15 any part of the Contro- 
very between the moſi learned Dr Stillingfleet late 
Lord Biſhop of Worceſter and Mr Lock, but have 
only conſidered Mr Lock's Notions of Perſonality 
and Identity, asthe thelis, by which he would 
ſolve all Difficulties about the ReſurreFion; and, 
as he applies them, we find, he would perſuade us, | 
that upon bis Scheme we may without any Difti- F | 
culty conceive the ſame Perſon at the Reſurrefi- J 
on, tho in a Body not exactly in Make or Parts | 
the ſame he had here, the Fry Conſciouſneſs |} + 
going along with the Soul that inhabits it, 
whether (Imay add, for ſo he means) that Soul be 

. the ſame he had here, or no. Which is to ſay, that 

; tbe Perſon may be the ſame, tho neither Body nor 

1 Soul be the ſame, and ſo, fo any thing the Sou! 

N : 6 fegnifees, Perſonality as well as Identity may conſiſt 
in Conſciouſneſs alone. But I will add no more, 
left I ſhould ſeem to convey a Preface under the 
Cover of a Dedication. 

Tour Lordſbip's moſt learned Labours, ſohighly 
deſerving of the Chriſtian World will doubtleſs by © 
God's Bleſſing meet with Succeſs equal to their 
Applauſe; jp that treaſure of Learning ſo clearly 

oßen duni diſplay d may prove a bleſſed Inſtirument 

in the hands of GoD to open the eyes of his Ancient 

People, when they ſhall ſee more evidently, than bas 
yet been ſbownthem, bow the Goſpel is eſtabliſhed, 
and maybe proved to them, upon their own Senſe | 

. of thoſe Sacred Writers, whom they have received 
into their Canon of Scripture, eee. 
1 © aft | | Tour © 


"2 
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Tour Defence is able, if am Ingenuity remains | 


in Him, to convince eventhe Nameleſs Author, you 
haue overthrown; and (were that neceſſary, as he 
zdly pretends) tomake Him a Chriſtian in his own 


Way. | 
1 muſt look very Ridiculous and Abſurd to ſee 
the Grounds and Reaſons of Chriſtianity propoſed 
by an Unbeliever, who with equal Ignorance and 
Malice, and with Phlegm anſwerable to both, en- 
deavours to prove, that It bath no Foundation but 
in Alleporical and Fanciful Interpretations, and 
when 2 has ſbem d, after bis manner of repreſent- 
ing it, that the Allegory does not hold, be has 


J - ſbom d, be thinks, according to his Scheme, that 


It has no Reaſon or Foundation at all, Mur 
Lordſhip has expoſed his Ignorance : His Bold- 
neſs muſt be repreſſed by Others, 

It was not for Nothing, that in his Preface he 
entered bis Plea for a general Liberty, that Every 
Man upon Every Subje&, ſhould ſpeak his Mind 

freely, without Controll He knew very well, bow 
much Occaſion he ſhould have for ſuch an Indul- 
gence. Tour Lordſhip bas taken a proper Notice 
of the Propagation of his wicked Opinions, and at 
the ſame time of his Majeſly's moſt Chriſtian Zeal, 
and the ready Aſſiſtance of bis Miniſtry to ſlopthe 


Jt Progreſs of them. 


T efleem it one part of the Bleſſings Gop has 
gen me, that I am a Member of pour Lordjbip's 
Dioceſs : and as ſuch I could nat properly inſcribe 
an oy 9" 2 of this Nature to any Name but 
your Lordſhip's. 


Tour Goodneſs to your Clergy, Nour moſt Effe- 
ual Exhortations fo the Faith and Diſcipline of 


the p 


ye 
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tbe Church of England upon true Catholic Prin- 
ciples, and to inviolable Loyalty to His Majeſty 


and bis Government, have endeared Tou to us 


and to all Good Men, who love the Church of 


land and the Proteſtant Succeſſion. 
T truſt your Lordſhip will pardon the Boldneſs 
of this Addreſs : and that you may long live an 


Ornament of the Church to Vindicate her Faith, | | 


and Maintain ber Government, as you have, not 
only in your Writings, but in your. Excellent 
Charges deliver d to your Clergy moſt worthily 
done, againſt all Looſe and Deſtrustiue Notions, 
is the hearty and earneſt Prayer of, 


My Lox, 
Your Lordſhip's 
Moſt Dutiful Son, 
Edmund-Hall, | 
May 6. 1725. 
and moſt Obedient Servant, 


HENRY FELTON, 


nt, 


1 Co K. XV. 23. 


| But every Man in bu ows Order : 


Chrit the Fir- fruits; afterward 
They that are Chriſt's at hu Coming. 


5 Aint Paul in this part of his Epiſtle treats 

rofeſſedly of the Reſurrection of the 
Bead : and having laid the Reſurrection 
of Chriſt for a Foundation, he proceeds 
to confute the Hereſy of thoſe, who ſaid there 
was no Reſurrection of the Dead, arguing re- 
ciprocally from Chriſt's Reſurrection to Ours, 
and from Ours to Chriſt's, as they do mutually 
infer each other. | 

\ Thoſe that acknowledge the Reſurrection of 
Cliriſt muſt, according to the Apoſtle, acknow- 
ledge alſo the Reſurrection of the Dead, be- 
cauſe if there be no Reſurrection of the Dead, 


then Chriſt is not riſen: and he drives them to 
this Strait, either to acknowledge the Reſur- 
reection of the Dead, or to deny the Reſurrecti- 
of Chriſt, | | 


St. Chryſoſtom in his 3955 Homily or Diſ- 


ceourſe on this Epiſtle, does in a very juſt and 
lively manner expoſe the Abſurdities to which 
1 wy are reduced, who believe the Reſurrection 
0 


hriſt, and yet deny the Reſurrection of the 
* Tom. 3. Edit. Eton. 
Dead; 


7 
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Dead: His Argumentation is beautiful and 
ſtrong, and proceeds upon theſe undoubted 
Principles of the Goſpel Diſpenſation and Oe- 
conomy : That there can be no reaſon aſſign'd 
for the Death and Reſurrection of Chriſt, but 
on the account of Ours : That Chriſt is to be 
conſider'd as Lord and Judge of the Dead: as 
the Head of the Body: and the Firſt. fruits of 


the Dead. But He cannot be Judge of the 
Dead, if they were to lie in their Graves for 
ever; neither can He be the Head of the Body, 
unleſs: the Members thall riſe as well as the 
Head; nor the Firſt- fruits from the Dead, un- 
leſs the Dead do follow. Theſe are neceſſary 
Relations, tis impofhble to ſeparate them, and 
to deny one is to deny the other. Jo deny the 
Reſurrection of the Dead overthrows and va- 
cates the whole Goſpel at once: and if this be 
not admitted, no one Point of the Goſpel is 
true. Our Preaching is falſe, our Faith is vain; 
Toe are yet in our Sins, There is an indiſſoluble 
Chain and Connection between Chriſt's Reſur- 
rection and Ours, and withoùt Ours none of 
the great Ends and Purpoſes of the Goſpel can 
be attain d: Neither Salvation nor Condem- 
nation, neither Rewards nor Funiſhments can 
n, sb nt to ren 
The whole Argument is ſumm'd up and put 
upon this ſhort Alternative by joining the ſix- 
teenth and twentieth verſes, I/ the Dead riſe not, 


then ts not Chriſt riſen: But Chriſ is riſen, and 


become the Firſi-fruits of tbem that ſlept. Chriſt 
is riſen, therefore we thall riſe alſo. |. + 


So 


[ES 


2 
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J. Wo 
So natural is the Tranſition, and ſo evident 


the Conſequence, from Chrilt's Reſurrection to 
Ours! Sence by. Man came Death, by Man, that 


is by Chrift che Fir/t-ſruits, came alſo the Reſur- 
redbion the Dead For as in Adam all die, 


even ſo in Chriit ſball all be made alive: Yet not 


7 indiſcriminately, in a confuſed and tumultuary 


manner, Hut every Man in his own Order: 
Chriſi the Firſi fruits; afterivard Theythat are 


Chriſt's at bis Coming, 
F rom theſe Words may be deduc'd, , 


4 The General Reſurrection of all Men. 
II. The Identity of the Body at the Reſurrection. 


III. The Order in which every Man ſhall rife. 


I. From theſe Words may be argu'd the Ge- 


| neral Reſurrect ion of all Men, that ſhall be dead 


S 
„ 5 I 
2%, — 


from the beginning to the end of the World; 
For tho' the Apoſtle in illuſtrating this Argu- 
ment {peaks only of the Ræſurrectiun of the Jui, 
yet in laying out the Extent of it he ſpeaks of 
the-ReſurreFion of all. As univerſally as all die 
in Adam, fo univerſally in Chrizt ſhall all he 
mude alive. But our Lord himſelf hath taught 
us that all ſhall not riſe to the ſame Bleſſed 
Condition of Life; For the hour is coming, inthe 
which allthat are in the graves, ſhall hear hie vaice, 
and ſhall come furtb e They that have done-good, 
tothe reſurrectian of Life; and they that have done 
evil, tothe reſurrection of Damnation. Joh. 5. 29. 
And the Words of the Text ſetting forth the 
Order in which all ſhall be made alive, however 
they have been reſtrain'd to the * 
| B 2 "2m 


D 


of the Juſt, are doubtleſs to be underſtood of 


Al. All that die in Adam ſhall be made alive 
in Chrift Every Man in his own Order. The 
Term is univerſal. Every one is all, without 
exception of any. And St. Chryſoſtom upon the 
place argues a General Reſurrection, not only 
from the univerſality of the Term, but parti- 
. the Order in which every Man ſhall 
riſe z The 7u#t firſt, afterward the Unjuft, 
II. As St. Chryſoſtom argues a General Reſur- 
rection, Tertullian from theſe Words clearly aſ- 
ſerts the identityof the Body for the Perſons that 
ſhall riſe, and the difference of their Merit, for 
the Order in which they ſhall riſe. For if Eve- 
ry Man riſes in his own Order, Every Man 
muſt riſe in his own Body; The Body that is 
dead muſt rife, or there is no Reſurrection, and 
Every Man muſt riſe in his pwn Body, or Eve- 
Man cannot riſe in his own Order. The No- 
tion of Identity is here ſtrictly confined to the 
very Body of every one that is dead: It is not 
enough to define what makes the ſame Perſon, 
if Man could be the ſame Perſon he was, with - 
out his own Body, the Queſtion in the Reſur- 
rection is what makes the ſame Body, or whe- 
ther the ſame Body ſhall be rais d, and appro- 
priated to the ſame Man, or the ſame Perſon. it 
belong d to before. Tis with reſpect to the 
Body alone, in which Man dies, that he is ſaid 
to riſe, and therefore unleſs he riſes in the ſame 
Body he cannot riſe at all. To give him ano- 
ther Body is not to raiſe that which is dead, 
this is forming a new one, not raiſing up the 


De Reſurrectic ne Carnis, pag. 416, 417. Edit. Rigalt. 


old. 
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old. And as far as the Body is a conſtituent 


art of Man, as far as every Man in his own 
dy is an Individual, ſo far another Body 


makes anather Man, and another Man makes 
Another Perſon. 11 | 


There is no one Point more labour'd in this 


Argument, than to avoid the Neceſſity of an 


Identical Reſurrectiam ofthe ſame numerical Bod, 
and the ſtrongeſt Efforts they were able to 
make, have been made by two Writers of the 
laſt Century: vi. the celebrated Author of an 
Eſſay concerning Humane Underſlanding : and 
the Author of the Naked Goſpel. Both of them 
confine * Perſonality to the Soul: Both of them 
the firſt expreſly, the Naked Goſpel by implication 
place Identity in * Conſciouſneſs alone : Both of 
them make it indifferent to what Body the Soul 
is join d; and the > laſt particularly conſiders 
the Body as nothing more than the Houſe we 
awellin, or the Clothes we wear. And indeed both 
their Reaſonings end in the ſame Concluſion, 
and the Body, however it may make Part of the 
Man, is yet, according to them, no Part of the 


3 Perſon; and as by Perſon they mean the Soul, 
we arrive at this wife Determination, that the 
| Body is no part of the Soul. 


It is endleſs almoſt to follow the firſt thro! 


[ all his Notions of Identity and Perſim, and 'tis 
almoſt needleſs to ſpend the Time in Confuting 


the broad Aſſertions of the laſt, when barely 


1 Eſſ. B. 11. c. 27. $.g, To find wherein Perſonal Identity 
conſiſts, we mult confider what Peron ſtands for; which, .I think, 
is a thinking Intelligent Being. Naked Goſp. part 1, p. 76. 

2 Eſſ. §. 10, &c. N. G. p. 76. 71 } 

3 El. in the ſame chap. & paſſim. N. G. p. 76. 79. 


to 


them. 


64 
to recite them is at the ſame time to expoſe 
But I ſhall nevertheleſs, to ſupport the Do- 
ctrine of the Reſurrection againſt their Attacks, 
conſider what they have advanc'd in theſe 
three Notions: | 
1. Concerning Perſonality. 
2. Concerning Identity. TS 
3. Concerning the Body in its Relation to 
the Soul. WY 
And if all they have advanc'd upon theſe 
three Subjects ſhould be admitted, it will fol- 
low, perhaps, that there is no need that the 
ſame Body ſhould rife, when any or none would 
do as well, but it will not follow againſt expreſs 


Revelation, that there ſhall be no Reſurrection 


of our Bodies which are laid in the Grave, or 
that the ſame Bodies ſhall not every one be 
rais'd and united to the ſame Soul that depart- 
ed from them. 5 
But there is no need of granting their No- 
tions, and a little Examination will ſhew at 
once the Extravagance and Falſcneſs of them. 
t. And firſt for Perſonality, 
When the Author of the Eay was reſolved 


to make Identity conſiſt in Conſciouſneſs alone, it 


was neceſſary to make Perſonality conſiſt only in 
the Soul. In order to this he makes a Diſtin- 
. tion between Subſtance Man and Perſon, not 
only as if each could, but as if each ought to 
be conceiv'd without the other. It is true the 


are diſtin, and we can conſider each by it ſelf | 


in our Minds; But when theſe Ideas are apply'd 
to one SubjeF in which they all meet and are com- 


18. 7. | bin'd, \ 


9 


ſe bind, however we may abftract and ſeparate 
them in our Thong bts, we cannot ſeparate them 


in the Nature and Exiſtence of things. Tho every 
s, Subhſtance is not Han, yet every Man isa Subſtance; 
ſe tho every Perſon is not Man, yet every Man is 


a Perſon. We ſay, that Man conſiſts of two Sub- 
fances; one Material, which is the Body; the 
bother Syirituul, which is the Soul; and from the 
to Con unction of Both reſults the Perſon, The Per- 
. #F ſon of Man is not his inward Nature alone, but 
eſe Þ his outward Appearance, his viſible Body alſo, that 
ol- $ which we ſee, converſe and tranſat with. 
he The word Perſon, this Author tells us very 
d truly, is a Forenſic Term, and tho he would re- 
eſs fer the Meaning of it to the Soul alone, yet 
ion the Law looks upon it in a more Compound 
or View, and takes in the Body as well as the Soul I 
be of Man. Indeed the Enquiries of the Law are — 
rt- upon the Facts, not the Conſciouſneſs or Con- [ 
I ſcience of the Offender; and by Perſon the Law 


Jo- 4 underſtands the Parties in Suit, or the Priſoner .. 
oY bo CR Re LICE 
em. In common Acceptation Perſon is very pro- | 

perlyapply'd tothe Characters and Offices of Men | | 


red in all their TranſaRions, Sacred or Civil, Public 
, it or Private, and is accordingly Principal or Vice- 
yin rial; this hath no relation to the Intelligent Being 
tin- abſtradted from the Body, and he that affronts, 
not aſſaults, and-wounds the Man, is properly ſaid 
t to to affront, aſſault, and wound the Perſon. 

hey When the Scriptures warn us againſt accepting 
ſelf” e Perſons in Judgment, the Perſon there 1s nat 
ly'd the Soul, or the Intelligent Being as ſuch, but the 
om- Poor, the Rich, or the Migbey; the Perſon of the 


ind, Ne 18.36. Prince, 


2 „„ * 
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Prince, or the Perſon of the Needy :-and when 5. 
God is (aid to be no reſpe@er of Perſons, it is not 1 fc 
meant of the Soul, (for he truly reſpects the Sou! jn 
alone) but in reſpect of the Great and Mighty, in 
of the Fer and Gentile. 01: Y 

This Civil and Natural Perſonality is diffolv'd m 
by Death, and we ſay properly, there was ſuch 


a Perſon, but he is dead; there is no ſuch Perſon 7 4 
now :.and this Perſonality is reſtor'd at the Re- b. 
ſurrection, and the Perſon is ſaid to riſe, when cl 
the Body is rais d and reunited to the Soul. ſj 

The word Perſon, when apply'd to pure In- 
tellectual Beings, is borrowed from Man, and b 
it isapply'd, not only as it reſpects the Soul of b 
Man, but as it reſpects his Actions. In this n 
ſenſe we uſe the Word with reference to the o 

Holy Bleſſed and Undivided Trinity, becauſe 

we cannot find a better to expreſs the Father, f. 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, as diſtinguiſh'd J 
from each other by ſuch Ads, as we properly b 
call Perſonal. Now tho the Father and the Son C 
may be call'd two Perſons by reaſon of their Re- F 
lation as well as Ads, and the Hoh Ghoſt a third is 
Perſon, by reaſon of his Relation and Perſonal t. 
At, which diſtinguiſh him to be neither thle Z 
Father, nor the Son, tho Angels, which never p 
are fo. call'd, may perhaps more properly be & 
call d Perſons, becauſe they are Individuals, yet 6 
the Soul of Man ſeparately taken can never be h 

call'd the Perſon of Man, becauſe the Perſon con- 
ſiſts, or is made up of the whole Man. 7 
If we grant that by Perſon is underſtood an 
Intelligent Being, and that no Being elſe can be f 
{ 


call da Perſon, yet it does not follow, that tile 
TEST: * Soul © 


' L551 
hen Soul alone, becauſe an Intelligent Being is there- 
not fore the Perſon of Man: It makes Man a Perſon 
Soul | indeed, becauſe it makes him an Intelligent Be- 
bey, 3 ing; but when we call Man a Perſon, we muſt 

include What makes him a Man, as well as What 
I'd makes him a Perſon. Man had not been Man 


uch had not God given him a Body, any more than 
rſon © Angels are Men; and therefore as he had not 
Re- been Man without a Body, we may juſtly con- 
hen Þ clude, that where Man is not, there, properly 
ſiſpeaking, cannot be the Perſon of Man. 
In- By Perſon then when apply'd to us, is not to 
and & be underſtood an Intelligent Being alone as ſuch, 
of but an Intelligent Compound Being as Man, which 
this makes the Body a Part of the Perſon as much as 
the of the Individual. 

zuſe Tf what I have deliver'd concerning the Per- 
ner, ſon of Man be true, this Writer's Notion of 
nd Identity falls of courſe, unleſs Conſciouſneſs may 
rly be extended to the Body, not that the Body is 
Son Conſcious, but that the Soul is Conſcious of the 
Re- Body, whether it be the ſame or not. But this 
urd is far from this Author's Meaning: The Soul, 
nal the Perſon according to him never regards what 
the ? Body it is join'd to; and Self; by which he ex- 
ver | preſſes Identityof Perſon, is the ſame of whatever 
be * Subſtance it is made up, whether of the ſame, or 


yet other Subſlances. But the Truth or Falſhood of 
be his Notions will beſt appear upon Examining | 
con- 2. What he hath advanced concerning the 
Allasaentity of Perſon. x 
This Author makes Identity of Perſon to con- 
ſiſt in Conſciouſneſs only, and he makes the Per- 
en to conſiſt of the Soul alone, or that Thinking 
. C 
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Thing withi us, and yet he reſolves that the 


ſame Identicalthinking Subſtance is not neceſſary 


to the Identity of the Perſon : That the Perſon 
is the ſame, if his Conſciouſneſs be the ſame, whe- 
ther the thinking Subſtance be the ſame or no, as 
if the ſame Conſciouſneſs was not neceſſarily an- 
nex'd to the ſame Soul; and fo at laſt Identity 
of Perſon has nothing to do with the Soul, tho” 


the Soul be the Perſon, but conſiſts in Conſciouſ- 


neſs alone apply'd or transfer d to any * thinking 
Subſtance. 


From whence, according to him, it follows, 


that even in finite Subſtances, one Subſtance may ; 


be two Perſons; on the other hand, ſuch is the 


Power of Conſciouſneſs, that ſuppoſing two Men | 


had the ſame Conſciouſneſs, they would make but 
one Perſon, and, according to his own Inſtance, 


Socrates and the Mayor of Quinborough would 


be the ſame- if he had pleas'd, he might have 
added to each Caſe a third Perſon, and ſo of 
three diſtinct Subſtances have made but one Per- 


ſon, or of one Subſtance three diſtind Perſons. 
Theſe are Myſteries not of God's revealing, 

but of Man's own making, and if theſe Poſitions 

are true in 3 Subſtances, methinks the Do- 


Ctrine of a Trinity ſhould not be ſo incredible in 


an Infinite Being. He that can make one Sub- 
ſtance to be — Perſons by reaſon of a dif- 


ferent Conſciouſneſs in'the ſame Soul, or different 


1 . 12. The Queſtion is, whether if the ſame Subſtance, that 
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thinks, be changed, it can be the ſame Perſon, of remaining the | 


fame, it can be different Perſons ; and he reſolves, That, the Sub- | 
Kance changed, the Perſon miy be the ſame, and that, the Sub- 
tance remaining the ſame, the Perfon may be different. S. 9 4 
13, 14, 19, 20, 23. * S. 19. | 
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— 1 Men in different Apes to be the ſame Perſon by 
ſon | reaſon ofthe ſame Conſciouſneſs in different Souls, 
he- need not demur to any Myſtery revealed in the 


as © Goſpel. KOs 
an-. When he makes Perſon to be an intelligent 


rity Being only, I ſhould imagine, that Conſciouſneſs 
ho alone, in which he makes the Identity of the 
% Perſon to conſiſt, ſhould while it ſecur'd the Iden- 
ing dity of the Perſon, at the ſame time have pre- 

7 ſerv'd the Identity of the intelligent Being. But 
ws, tho' Perſon be an intelligent Being, it is not, it 
nay ſeems, this or that intelligent Being, but may, 
the if it can take itsConſciouſneſsalung with it, tranſ- 
en fer itſelf to another Subſtance, and be ſtill the 
but ſame Perſon, when it is no longer the ſame Being. 
nce, How the Identity of Perſon is conſiſtent with 
uld the Change of that Being, in which the Perſon 
ave ſubſiſts, muſt be left to thoſe that hate My/te- 
» of riesto explain, and with me it ſhall be no Won- 
Dope der, that Identity of Perſon may ſubſiſt in ano- 
. ther Body, when ſo much Pains 1s taken to per- 
ing, ſwade us, that it may ſubſiſt in another Sol - 
ions unleſs by Soul perhaps is meant a material Sub- 
Do- ffance, and then ga my Wonder is at an end. 
e in After all this, it may be proper to conſider, 


it is apply d to Man, and as the Perſon of Man 
rent. is the proper Subject of this Queſtion. To ſa- 
tisfy this Enquiry, I am bold to lay down this 
» that Concluſion, That Identity of Perſon, as apply'd 
e Sub- to Man, either to Body or Soul or Both, doth 
e Sub-" not conliſt in Conſciouſneſs, and ſo proceed to 
9-1% aſlert Identity of Perſon, anſwerable to my firſt 
Mes Deter mination. * | 
" C 2 That 


IFY | wherein Identity of Perſon do's truly conſiſt, as 


L 12 J 1 

That Conſciouſneſs is no true Principle of Iden- 
tity, is evident from the Wonders this Author 
aſcribes to it, and the Account he gives of it: 
For this Identifying Conſciouſneſs is made, by this 
Writer, a thing that adheres to no one deter- 
:ninate Sub je; and that which 1s of a deſultory 
Nature leaping from one to another, making 
the ſame Perſon diſtind and Another the ſame, 
can be no Principle of Identity 5 
But liad he fix d and determin d this Conſciouſ- 
neſs to one and the ſame numerical Soul, yet the 
Identity of this Soul would not conſiſt in Con- 
ſciouſneſs, any more than the Identity of the 
Body, to which it was join'd. For be the Soul 
what it will, Perſon or not Perſon, its Identity 
conſiſts in that Principle, which makes it one, 
and preſerves it the ſame, as it is compar'd 
with, or related to other Beings of the ſame Na- 
ture, or of a different Kind from the Beginning 
throughout the whole Continuance of its Dura- 
tion. If it ceaſes to be the ſame Subſtance, or 
if it continues not numerically the ſame, its 
Identity is immediately loſt ; whether it be Con- 
ſcious or not Conſcious, Intelligent or not Intelli- 
gent, is not the Queſtion: The Soul is {till the 
ſame, as long as it exiſts in the Body or out of 
the Body. That it is Conſcious, riſes from the 
Will and Bounty of the Creator: that it is the 
ſame, is owing to its Continuance in that Singu- 
larity of it ſelf, and that Diſtinction from other 
Beings, in which it was created. Whatever 
makes Identity in other Beings, makes it in the 
Soul; and by the ſame Principle, the Bodyorany 
thing elſe is the ſame, that is the ſame alſo. 


But 
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vet this is not to be admitted without 
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But further, there is an Identity of Body ay 


ſtrict as of the Svul, and tho the Body is ſaid to 


cConſiſt of Particles in a continual Flux, and not 
to continue the ſame for any number of Years, 


ſpecial 


and Succeſſion, yet the Solid parts, the Subſtriz- 
tum, that ſupports the Accidents. muſt be the 


ſame; and the Form of our Bodies is like the 


Forms of other Bodies, fixed and unalterable. 
Plants and Flowers after all the Torture of 


the Chymiſt, after Macerat ion in the Mortar, and 


Calcination by the Fire, ſtill remain in their 
Forms : and as by ſeveral Experiments they are 
found to be recoverable, and by a gentle Ap 

plication of Heat to riſe diſtinctly from their 
Duſt and Chaos, in which they lie confuſed ; 
they do give us at once a Demonſtration of the 
Identity of the Body, and afford us a noble In- 
ſtance of the Bodys riſing again from its Aſhes, 
after it hath been burnt and tortur'd a thouſand 
Ways. God alone can fee our Subſtance we 
converſe with our ſelves, as we do with other 
Bodies, by perceiving and viewing the Accidents 
and Strface only, and yet if Conſciouſneſs has any 
Relation to Identity, we havea Conſcioiſue ſo that 


our Bodies are the ſame, that they are Part of 
our. ſelves, that is of our Perſons, however al- 
tered to outward View by Age or Sickneſs. 
But tho we cannot deſcribe this Subftaxcerof 
cours, this Original Principle, that is gradually 
expanded into all theſe Parts and Dimenſions, 


1 Gathrel. Curioſitez innoyez; L. 5. N. g, 
tho? 


141 


tho' we cannot deſcribe the Suh ſtratum of our 


own Bodies any better than of Stones or Metalt, 
or any other; Bodies, yet whatever it is that up- 
holds this Frame, whatever that is which con- 
tinues a Likeneſs in the Lines of the Face, in 
the Conflux and Configurations of the Yeins 
and Arteries, and determines the Boay to a par- 
ticular Make and Figure, ſtill anſwering, as it 
were, to the Mold it was caſt in; That, what- 
ſoever it be, preſerves the Identity of the Body, 
and all that I ſhould deſire in this Queſtion is, 
that in the ſame Senſe in which our Bodies are 
the ſame from the Womb to the Grave, how- 
ever flux and alterable by the Courſe of Time, 
we would only think, they may be as much the 
ſame at our Reſurrection, and conſiſt of Parts 
that were as properly our own at the time of 
Death, as any Parts are our own in any time of 
our Life. 

Conſciouſneſs as it refers to our own Being is 
a neceſſary AQ of the Mind, which by our Think- 
ing convinces us that we are; yet it is not con- 
fin d to the internal AF, whereby we conclude, 
that we do exiſt: but it extends to our whole Be- 
ing. To ſpeak properlyand truly, we are, while 


we live, as truly Conſcious of the Bodys Exiſtence © 


as of the Souls; and when we die, tho we are not 
Conſcious to the Body's Exiſtence, yet the Soul is 
Conſcious of its Separation, and finds that Per- 
ſonality, which reſulted from the Union of Soul 
and Body, to be difſolv'd. But neither our own 
Exiſtence and Identity, nor the Exiſtence of things 


and their Identity, depend upon our Conſciouſneſs | 


or Knowledge : We are what we are, and they 
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| [ are what they are; the ſame ſeverally, each in 
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its ſelf, whether we are Conſcious,or whether we 
* know it or no. A Man is as much the ſame in 
a Lethargy or a Frenzy, and his Soul is the ſame 
numerical Soul, as in the cleareſt Exerciſe of his 
Reaſon: and the ſame Soul while joyn'd to the 
Body is the ſame Perſon, notwithſtanding that 
#3 wretched Quibble of a Man's being not Him- 
ſelF or beſide Himſelf, for no Body was ever ſo 
filly to think, that the Perſon was not the ſame, 
tho' the Man was mad. | 


To ſpeak poſitively upon this Queſtion, the 


Identity of Perſon conſiſts in the Principles of In- 


diividuation : I ſay Principles, becauſe there is a 
Principle of Indiuiduat ion, which makes the Body 
one and the ſame; and there is a Principle of In- 
dwiduation, which makes the Soul one and the 
3 ſame, and from the Unionof theſe two Individu- 
als ariſes a third, the Individual Perſon of Man. 
Now in all Creatures the Principle of Indivi- 
2 duation is that which fixes their numerical and 
3 fingular Exiſtence; when any Creature ceaſes to 
be the Individual it was, it ceaſes to be the ſame, 
and Conſciouſneſs therefore can be no Principle 
of Identity, becauſe it is none of Individuation, 
but according to this Writer's Hypotheſis changes 


and deſtroys the Individual, by being transferr d 


from one to another. 
* To apply this to the Point before us; The 
Author tells us, that by this Notion of Identity 
we ng beable without any difficultyto conceive the 
4 ſamePerſon at the ReſurreGion, tho in a Body not 
3 exattly in Make or Parts the ſame which be had 
here, the ſame Conſciouſneſs going along with the 
| 1920, 2315. Soul 


56 
Soul that inhabits it. That is, the Perſon will be 
the ſame in a different Body, and ina different Soul 
too, if the Conſciouſneſs be but the ſame. For he 
tells us for a Foundation ofthis, Let a Man once 
find himſelf Conſcious of any of the AGions of Ne- 
ſtor, he then finds himſelf the ſame Perſon with Ne. 
tor; and ſo without any difficulty you may con- 
ceive, how by being Neſtor he is the ſame Perſon 
atthe ReſurreGion, he was, before he was Neſtor - 
for this muſt be the Senſe, ifwefillu pthe Clauſe, 
and when we conceive the ſame Perſon, do ſfigni- 
fy what Perſon we conceive. 
Butas in conceiving the ſame Perſon (which is 
odly and indefinitely expreſs d) we may ask, 
IV ho the Perſon is, or what Perſon? we may alſo 


ask, At what Reſurrection, or the Reſirredion of 


what? For this is a Word thrown in without 
any Meaning or Application: he does not mean 
the Reſurrection of the ſame Body, That he utter- 
ly explodes: nor does he mean the ReſurreFion 
of the Deal from the Grave, for That he explodes 
likewiſe: he cannot mean the Re ſurrectioꝝ of the 
Soul, for that do's not die, at leaſt he has not 
thought fit to ſay it 4's, but he means the Uni- 
ring of the Perſon, or rather the Conſciouſneſs of 
the Perſon to ſome Portion of Matter, or other, 

like, or not like the Body of Man; and this 15 
his Notion, ſo far as 1 can drive him to a Point, 

of the Reſurre&ion. 3 

But if This can be call'd a Refurredion, we 
muſt obſerve that it is not this or that determi- 
nate Perſon that riſes; for if I once ha pen to 
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g and I together, that are without any difficulty 
to be conceiv'd the ſame Perſon at the Reſur- 


7 „ 


Frection | I 
We muſt confeſs theſe Notions are too refin'd 
for our Brains, and that we do not without 
any difficulty conceive, how the Conſciouſneſs 
of Neſtor apply'd tothe Soul of Caro, andjoyn'd 
to ſome Syſtem of Matter or other, call'da Boay, 


makes the ſame Perſon at the Reſurrection. 
To theſe Subtilties it may be ſufficient to op- 


poſe our plain Notions, and leave it to ordinary 
7 Underſtanditgs to determine in this Point be- 


tween us. Let us for once ſuppoſe (to make the 
thing the eaſter) that every Perſon, that is, 
every Soul retain'd its own Conſciouſneſs, the 


| Queſtion is not, whether the ſame Perſon ſhall 


live again in a Body, but whether the Man that 
is dead ſhall riſe again in his own Body: The 
Soul is not conſider d here any further than in 
its Reunion to the Boy. That which dies, is 
to rebive, that which is laid in the Duſt, is to riſe 


again; for if the ſame Body do's not riſe, the 
Aan cannot in any Senſe be ſaid to riſe again 


rom the Dead. ; : 
We are ndt enquiring any thing concerning 


that Perſon of his, which never dies, nor whe- 
ther thro' Conſciouſneſs it continues the ſame, 
whatever Body it is joyn'd to; but we enquire 


in the plain Road of Common Senſe, whether, 
becauſe nothing can riſe from the dead, but 
what 18 dead, whether the Body 


that died ſhall 
riſe again, and becauſe that Body cannot riſe, if 


¶ anor ber be raiſedin its ſtead, our plain Queſtion 
Sec $t.Chryloſtom. gut 4 is _ dards · Tom. 6. p.71 . 
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is concerning the Reſurre&ion of the ſame © 
Boay; and when the ſame Body is united to the © 
ſame Soul, then we apprehend, that the ſame | 
Perſon who died may be ſaid to be riſen again. 

But this Identity of Body ſignifies nothing it 
ſeems with this Author, and his Reaſoning up- 


on it ends exactly in the ſame Concluſion with 


the other, that it is indifferent what Body is united | 
to the Soul at the Reſurrection, the Body being 


no more than a Veil or Garment to the Soul. 
This brings me to conſider 


3. Thirdly, What the Author of the Naked 
Goſpel has advanc'd concerning the Relation of | 


the Body to the Soul. 


My time will not permit me, and there is 
no neceſlity to be particular upon this Que- 
ſtion. He makes the Body uncapable of par- 
taking either in Rewards or Puniſhment: he | 
makes it inſenſible as a Stone, and allows it to 
ſhare with us in Life no more than the Houſe | 
we dwell in, or the Clothes we move in, and 
therefore to argue, it muſt be the ſame Body, 
that ſhall receive Puniſhment at the ReſurreGion 
it the ſame thing, he ſays, as to ſay, the Male- 
factor muſt be executed in the ſame Clothes, in 


wphich he committed the Crime. 


Hie pretends to ground his Aſſertion upon 

' the Words of the Apoſtle, 2 Cor. 5. 1, Gc. But 
hae abuſes the Scripture and perverts the Apoſile's * 
Meaning, for no one ſurely did ever expound | 
thoſe Met aphors to a literal Senſe, nor ever con- 
cluded from them, that our Bodies were as Lift 
leſs as the Walls, and had no more Feeling than 
our Clothes. The Paſlage tho' highly de frying f 
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the moſt exact Conſideration, is too long for a 


— F full Explication ; only tis obſervable, that the 
1in, I A4poſile ſpeaking of our Bodies as the Frail Ta- 
g it bernacles, in which we ſojourn for a little Time, 


>. and expreſſing his Contidence of a more durable 
ri © Houſe, Eternal in tbe Heavens, ſpeaks till of the 
b ſame Body, when he earneſtly deſires not to be 
ins uyclot hed, but Clot hed upon; that Mortality, or 
ng what is Mortal in us, may be ſwallowed up of Life, 
which is in the Words of this Chapter, that this 
e ALlortal may put on Immortality. So far is this 
Sceripture from his Purpoſe, that it is a rich and 
a pregnant Proof of the Reſurrection and Glorifi- 
cat ion of the ſame Body. | 
As to the Aſſertion it ſelf, I ſhall not run into 
a Philoſophical Diſquiſition, but content my 
ſelf with theſe ſhort Strictures upon it. 

We do not know the term and manner of U- 
nion between the Soul and Body, nor how they 
att reciprocally upon each other, and it may be 
more difficult to aſſign a pure Intellectual, than 
a meer Bodily AF: perhaps the Soul cannot ſo 
3 abſtra@ it ſelf} as to leave the Body Quieſcent, 
® ſince the Operations of our Minds in this united 
State depend upon the Texture and Diſpoſition 
of the Boah. | 
But theſe things we underſtand: That there 
are in Menan Animal Lifè and Animal Functions, 
anſwerable to thoſe in Brutes: That this Life is 
maintain'd, and theſe Functions perſorm'd, and 
the Species continu'd in a manner exactly cor- 
reſpondent in Man and Beaſt: That Death, or 
ing the Diſſolution of this Animal Life, happens in 

the ſame Vay to both, by ee, by Sickneſs, or by 
13 2 
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Violence: That Brutes, tho they have no Reflez © 


Gion, have yet Senſation; and why Man may 
not be ſenſible in lus Body, as 1 are in theirs, 
no good Reaſon can be aſſign d: 
which in Brutesterminatesinthe Animal Spirits, 
ſhould with Us terminate in the Soul, muſt be 
aſcrib'd to the intimate ConjunGion of Soul and 
Body; but to ſay, that in Us the Animal Life 
has no Senſation, 1s to pronounce more than we 
can demonſtrate. ANN 
So that the Body may be capable of Pain, 


and the Soul ſenſible of the Body's Pain; or if 


the Body were only a Vehicle or Inſtrument to ad- 
miniſter Pain to the Soul, ſince this Pain may be 
convey'd by the ſame, as well as another Body, 
there may be ſome Reaſon, why the ſame Body, 


which was the Inſtrument of the Soul in ſinning, | 
ſhould be zlſo the Inſtrument of its Puniſhment. * 
But further, when we find ſeveral 4feFions 


and Appetites peculiar tothe Body, which cannot 
even in this State of Union he properly apply'd 
to the Soul, we may underſtand that the Body 
hath not only Life and Senſation, but by reaſon 
of its Appetites, may be an Accomplice with the 
Saul, and may conſequently, as partaking in the 


Crime, be made Partaker in the Puniſhment. 


I paſsover the Afe@ions of Hunger and Thirſt, 


Weakneſs and Wearineſs, Sickneſs and Death, 
which touch not the Soul, nay, as to the |aft, the 


Soul is often moſt Vigorous when the WT | 


Weakeſt, and is then moſt Lively when the B 

is neareſt its — a ; 1 
The Concupiſcible Appetite belongs properlyt 

the Animal Lift without Reſpect to the Ratio- 


nal, 


hat Senſation, | 


and LS 2 ab 


f than a Garment, we may learn from Himſelf, 


dy to contradi# them, but rhemſelves. 
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¶ nal, and it is the Brute Part in us, iat is carri- 
ed out to ſenfual Pleaſures, to Lewdneſs and 


Intemperance: The Saul has no Share in theſe 


things, but Conſent and Conſciouſneſs :' Theſe are 
Actions reſulting from the Animal Life alone, 
and are proper, tho' not ſo. common, to Brutes 

as to Men. That we are Accountable for them 


is, becauſe we have Reaſon, and that Brutes are 
not account able is, becauſe they have not Reaſon ; 
and if we pleaſe to think, how much the Soul 
is influenced by the Lower Appetites, it may be 
admitted Reaſonable, that the Boay ſhould ſuf- 
fer, or at leaſt the Soul in the ſame Body. 
Upon this way of Reaſoning there may be 
more Nece/fity of the Soul being puniſh d in the 
ſame Body, than of a MalefuGor's being execu- 
ted in the ſame Clothes in which be committed 
the Fad, Becauſe his Body may be ſomething 
more concern'd than his Coat, and his Head 
not altogether ſo innocent as his Har. 
After all, that the Body is ſomething more 


I 


when to ſerve another Purpoſe he pleads, hom 


$ little deſirous the Soul world be of meeting ber old 
Companion, from aremembranceof all the Conten- 
tions ſhe had with it; all the Wounds ſhereceiu'd 
om it; and all the D 


angers which ſhe narrowly 
eſcaped by watching againſt it," Theſe Words 
have no Meaning, or within the Bod he includes 
the Fleſbly Lufts that war againſt the Soul, 

But theſe are Inconſiſtencies familiar to theſe 
Writers, who will allow of no Abſurdities, but 
thoſe of their own making, and will ſuffer no Bo- 


N. G. p. 79. This 
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This Doctrine we might imagine ſhould be 
very mortifying to thoſe, who on other Occafi- ' 
ons expreſs ſuch a Concern for the Body, and 
haveſuch high Not ions of organized Matter; but 

when an Article of Faith is to be diſputed, they. 


can eaſily come into the ſame Concluſion, and 
with them it is not material ⁊c hat Body is joyn'd 
to the Soul. [51 


Only the Author of the Eſſay muſt be ſo far 


excepted, that in ſtating Identity he neither ad- 
mits the Identity of Body into his Idea of the 
Identity of Man, nor the Identity of the Soul in- 
to the Identity of Perſon; but Conſciouſneſs alone 
15 all in all, and that being the ſame, it makes the 
ſame Perſon, whatever Soul or Body it is joyn d to. 

By what hath been ſaid we find that there is 
ſomewhat a nearer Relation between Soul and 
Body, than between a Man and his Apparel; and 


if Bodies muſt be raiſed, it is not altogerber in- 


different to what Body the Soul is reunited at 
the Reſurrection. 

The Author of the E/ay has a Notion of the 
Reſurrection of the Dead, without any Reſur- 
rection of the Body, whether the ſame or any 
other; But his Reſurrection of the Dead is only 
a Reſurrection of Perſons, and as far as he holds 
the Reſurrection of the ſame Perſon, tis no more 


than a Reſurrection of the ſame Conſciouſneſs. | 


This other Writer not quite ſo ſubtil, only ar- 


gues againſt the Reſurrection of the ſame Body, | 


from thoſe concluſive Topics, and ſome others 


as concluſive as thoſe, which we have men 
tion d; and in oppofition to both, we may ven- 
ture at laſt upon this juſt Concluſion: That } 
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unto God, ſhall be rewarded in thoſe 


the ſame Numerical Bodies, which die, foal be 
rats d again, and be united eachto the ſame Soul, 
and ſo be brought to Fudgment thereto receive Re- 


vards and Puniſhments according to what every 


one hath done in his Body, whether it be Good or 
Bad; They, that have yielded their Members as In- 


ſtruments of Unrighteouſneſs unto Sin, ſhall be 
puniſh'd in thoſe Members or that Body; and 


they, that have yielded themſelves unto God, and 
their Members as Inſtruments of Righteouſneſs 
DE or 
that Body which they compoſe. For we ma 
conclude with * St. Chryſoſtom, a much better Phi- 
boſopher, becauſe a better Chriſtian than our Mo- 
dern Refiners, that it is not agreeable to Juſtice, 
that one Body ſhould fin and another bear the Pu- 
niſument, that the Members of Righteouſneſs 
ſhould be puniſbed, and the Members of Unrigh- 
teouſneſs rewarded; but every one ſhall bear his 
own Burden in his own Body: There is Senſe and 


Reaſon and Juſtice in aſſerting the Reſurrection 


ofthe ſame Body, becauſe there can be no Reſur- 
reckion but of that which died, and eſpecially 
becauſe of the Sentence to Life or Death Eternal, 


 whichis to follow. But to contend for any other 


Reſurrection is abſurd, and no leſs, than under 
the Notion of another to deny any at all. 
To raiſe the ſame Body out of the Duſt into 


which it is reſolv'd, is more Natural than out 


of other Matter to create and organize a New 
one. And to give to every Soul its own Body again, 
is moſt agreeable to our plain Conceptions; 
For it would look very ſtrange to ſee a Believer's 


2 2 Cor. 5. 10, 3 Hom 10. tom. 3. 


Soul 


= {24 ] 8. 
Soul joyn'd to an Atheiſts Body, or the Soul of 
an Infidel in the Body of a Saint. T7” 

Concerning the Poſſibility of a Reſurrection 
in General, and of an Identical Reſurrection in 
Particular, I need not diſcourſe, till we meet 
with ſuch Arguments as have not been an- 
n | : 

And I have no Room to proceed to the Or- 
cler of the Reſurrection, tho* that very Order 
yields ſome peculiar T for the riſing 
of the ſame Body, and ſhews the Reſurrection 
to be no confuſed undliſti uiſh'd AF, but an AG 
of the juſteſt Regard and Diſcretion, an Ad of 
Separation of the Righteous from the Wicked, in 
which ſuch an Array and Diſpoſition 1s uſed in 
bringing Mankind to Fudgment,as is highly ſuit- 
able to the Majeſty, Mercy, and Fuſtice of the 
Judge, and to the Proceedings and Solemnity of 
that great Tribunal. 

But I ſhall cloſe the whole with an Appli- 
cation of ſome Scriptures to the Doctrine we 
have been defending, which will help to ſhew, 
that the Queſtion is truly of the Body, the Very 
ſame Body, tho our * Adverſariesſay, we do not 
find that the Scriptures do in expreſs Terms men- 
tion the Reſurrection of the Body, much leſs of the 
ſame Body. And truly, I take the plain Reafon 
to be, that the Holy Scriptures truſted to the 
Common Senſe and Apprehenſ/ion of Mankind, that 


we could not think of any ReſurreFion but that of | 


the Body, nor of any Body but the ſame. | 
Far beſides the Propriety of the very Notion, 
from the Scriptures we learn that our Bodies 


N. G. and Mr. Lock againſt the Bp. of Worceſter. 
are 
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are redeent d as well as our Souls : Te ns bought 


with a Price: therefore glorify Gad in your Body 
and in your Spirit, which are God's. 1 Cor. 6. 20. 
To which I may add the Exhortation to the 


| Romans 12. I. Ibeſeech youtherefore, Brethren, by 


the Mercies of God, that ye preſent your Bodies a 
living Sacrifice, holy, acceptableuntoGod,whichis 


your reaſonable Service. From the fame place in 


the Corinthians (6. 19.) we are taught that our 
Bodies are the Temples of the Holy Ghoſt, and 
therefore not to be defiled; and with reſpect 
to our moſt merciful Redeemer, we are not on- 


ly Partakers Y his Spirit, but are Members of his 
Body, of his Fle 


b, and of his Bones. Epheſ. 5.30. 
Now what the Conſequence is of this Union 
between Chriſt and us, we are inſtructed in the 
Text, he is the Firſt-Fruite, we are the Harveſt. 
But particularly in the eighth Chapter to the 
Romans : Now if any Man have nos the Spirit of 
Chriſt, he is none of His. But if the Spirit of him, 
that raiſed up Feſus from the Dead, dwell in you, 
he that raiſed up Chriſt from the Dead, ſhall alſo 


dwelleth in you. v. 11. 3335 

Let us mortify therefore our Members, which 
are upon the Earth, and regard our Bodies as the 
Temples of God, and while we* wait for the Re- 
demption of our Bodies, having an aſſured Faith, 
that they ſhall be: redeemed from the Grave, let 


f quicken your Mortal Bodies by the Spirit, that 


us remember that we are Citizens of that New 


Feruſalem, which is Free, and the Mother of us all, 
that we are entituled to all its Privileges and In- 
munities, and ſhall be fully admitted to them, 

x Col. 3. 5. 2 | Cor. 3. 16. 3 Rom. 8. 23. + Gal. 4. 26. 
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Spirit, and Soul, 2nd Body . blameleſs 


Vile Body, that it may be faſbion d like unto bis 
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if we forfeit not ou? E Charter, and loſs + not bur 


Right of Inberttance. > © OR 
And therefore, let us pray that“ our vll. 


unto the Coming of o our Lord eſus Chriſt. That 
he may preſent us Holy and unblameable and 


e in the ſight of God. 
*Onlylet our Converſation be as becomes the Go 


| ſpel of Chriſt, ſuitable to our bleſſed Hoper and 


Intereſts in Heaven, * From whence alſo we look 


for a Saviour the Lord Feſus, whoſball change our 


Glorious Body, according totheWorking, whereby 
he is able even to ſubdue all things unto Himſelf 


To Him therefore with the Father, and the 


Holy Spirit be aſcribed, as is moſt due, all Ho- 
nour, Praiſe, Might, Majeſty, and Dominieg 


for ever and ever. Amen. 


1 Theſſ. 5. 23. Col. 1. 22.3 Philip. 1. 27. 4 W 4% 
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FINIS 


Tn is now in the kePref, and will ſhortly be bit 
on the ſame Text, and by the ſame Author, | 
A Diſcourſe concerning the nt. and Order: 0 
abe Reſurrection. 
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